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Examiner 

Thomas J Joseph 



Applicant(s) 

WEBB ET AL. 



Art Unit 

2174 



_ Tne MA ,UNG DATE of this communic ation appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence aaaress - 

Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THF MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. ...... 

after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing ^^S^STi reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 
- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) aays^ repiy w™™" ™ ' " » „. M0NTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

. „ NO period tor reply i"P°f Q ? e ^^ (35 U.3.C. § 1 33). 

earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 17 June 2002 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)K This action is non-final. 

3) Q Since this application is in condition for allowance except ^ TzTtl™ * ^ " 
closed in accordance with the practice under Ex R arte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11.453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) E3 Claim(s) IzlQ is/are pending in the application. 
4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) MO is/are rejected. 

7) Q Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) Q Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) Q The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)Q objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

11) D The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) Q The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

13) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)D All b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 
2.D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. 



3 □ Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 1 7.2(a)). 
See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) (to a provisional application), 
a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) Q Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 . 

Attachment(s) 



1) |3 Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) . 



4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-413) Paper No(s). 

5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

6) Q Other: 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTO-326 (Rev. 04-01) 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or desc ribed as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 1 be Panted and 
he prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to wh,ch said subject matter perta.ns. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1 , 2, 5, 6, 8, and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable Marks (US 6,097,390) and Nielsen (US 6,337,699). 

Claim 1 is rejected. The Applicant cites, "a progress area used to indicate the 
progress of a process being monitored" while Marks demonstrates a window wherein 
the user can monitor the progress of a process (fig. 3; col. 5 - 1 5). Both provide 
graphical areas for tracking progress. This is interpreted as "a progress indicator that 
divides the progress area into a first part of the progress area and a second part of the 
progress area, where the first part of the progress area corresponds to the amount of 
completion of the process being monitored," as cited by the Applicant. Marks teaches 
an indicator within the display bar designated for tracking progress (fig. 3; col. 5 - 1 5). 
The area located left of the said indicator is used for tracking completion. Marks fails to 
teach areas containing information regarding the data being processed. 

Nielsen teaches display areas containing information associated with the tracking 
the progress of a process (fig. 3a - 3d; col. 4, lines 63 - 68; col. 5, lines 1-13). 
Nielson teaching for tracking progress includes a degree of fill of the interior space (fig. 
2). This information on the window graphic such as an icon can be interpreted as being 
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a part of the said first part of the progress area when the progress area is interpreted as 
being the entire window. Graphics representing information changes indicating to the 
user that progress has been achieved. It would have been obvious to one with ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to combine the information for the graphical 
process area taught by Marks with the progress graphic disclosed by Nielsen. Doing so 
provides the user with a method for tracking the movement of relevant information 
through a computing process. 

Claim 2 is rejected. Marks teaches a progress area in the form of a rectangle 
(fig. 3; col. 5-15). The "progress indicator" bar takes on the form of a rectangle. 

Claims 3 and 4 are rejected. Marks suggest, teach, or demonstrate the 
displaying the flow of data using a partly circular or partly elliptical display (fig. 4a, 5a, 
4c, 5c). 

Claim 5 is rejected. Marks teaches the first part of the progress area in a first 
color and the second part of a progress area in a second color and the progress 
indicator defined by the change in color between the first and second part of the 
progress bar (fig. 3; col. 5-15). The portion of the "progress indicator" bar indicating 
the portion of the process having been completed is darker than the remaining portion 
of the said "progress indicator" bar. This darkening is a change in color. 

Claim 6 is rejected. Marks teaches a progress indicator being a line dividing the 
first part of the progress area from the second part of the progress area (fig. 3; col. 5 - 
15). The vertical line found within the indicator bar is the "line" dividing the first part of 
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the progress area from the second part of the progress area. This "line" is the actual 

progress indicator. 

Claim 8 is rejected. Marks demonstrates in the figure a progress indicator that 
moves in a linear direction (fig. 3; col. 5-15). 

Claim 9 is rejected. Marks teach an indicator that can be considered angular (fig. 
4a, 5a, 4c, 5c). The cursor like progress indicators taught by Marks uses an angle 
based symbol to indicate to the user progress. 

Claim 10 is rejected. Marks and Nielsen teach the rationale claim 10 in rejected 
claim 1 . Marks teaches a progress bar where progression is displayed (fig. 3; col. 5 - 
15). When the process is completed, the system stops processing (fig. 3; col. 5-15). 
The hourglass graphic demonstrates stopping when the sand fal.s to the lower section 
(fig. 6b, 7b, 8b). This demonstration teaches a repeating of "steps c and d until the 
process being monitored has been completed" as cited by the Applicant. 
3. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Marks 
(US 6.097,390) and Nielsen (US 6,337,699) as applied to claim 1 above, and further in 

view of MS Outlook 97. 

Claim 7 is rejected. Marks and Nielsen fail to teach any type of uncovering that 
is the next line of text in a story. MS Outlook calendar provides a scroll bar that allows 
for the progressing through a calendar wherein the user can view a history (p. 23). The 
Applicant fails to describe the type of "story - accessed. Further, the claim language 
does not require the story progression to be automatic and free from human 
intervention. Activating the scroll feature does bring about a procession of progress. It 
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would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to uncover the next line of a text in a story as taught by Outlook with the method for 
tracking progress using a progress indicator disclosed by Marks and Nielsen. Doing so 
allows the user to view forthcoming events. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments filed 6-1 7-2002 have been fully considered but they are 
moot due to a new grounds of rejection. 

The Examiner does determine that the previous arguments filed 6-17-2002 are 
persuasive. Therefore, the Examiner withdraws the finality of the previous office action 
dated by 3-15-2002. 

Conclusion 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thomas J Joseph whose telephone number is 703-305- 
3917. The examiner can normally be reached on Mondays through Fridays from 7:30 
am to 4:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid can be reached on 703-308-0640. The fax phone numbers 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-746-7239 
for regular communications and 703-746-7238 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305- 
3900. 
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